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REMARKS 
SPECIFICATION 

The Examiner has objected to the specification because the abstract is too long. An 
amended abstract is provided, the amended abstract approximately 80 words long. It is requested 
that the Examiner withdraw this objection. 

DRAWINGS 

The Examiner has objected to the drawings because the drawings do not show every feature 
of the invention specified in the claims, namely that the humidity sensor being threadedly coupled to 
the enclosed area. 

The Applicant has removed the claim element that requires the humidity sensor to be 
threadedly coupled to the enclosed area, the amended claims are not limited to threaded couplings. 
Because the drawings do show every feature of the amended claims, it is requested that the 
Examiner withdraw this objection. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 USC § 112 

The Examiner has objected to claims 4 and 5 under 35 USC § 112 as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The Examiner asserts that it is unclear what the metes and bounds are of the limitation 
set forth in claims 4 and 5 as a "humidity sensor threadedly coupled with an enclosed space" 
because the abstract is too long. 

The Applicant has removed the claim element that requires the humidity sensor to be 
threadedly coupled to the enclosed area, the amended claims are not limited to threaded couplings. 

However, the Examiner's attention is drawn to Fig. 3, and particularly the position of 
sensors 302 and 306, which are preferably situated similarly to the claimed sensor, illustrated in a 
preferred embodiment at Figures 26-28, and in the specification at page 14, line 8 to page 15, line 8. 

It is contemplated that the claimed stand-alone sensor is used independendy to indicate a 
change in humidity condition. 

It is requested that the Examiner withdraw this objection. 
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CLAIM REJECTIONS -35 USC § 103 

Newly presented claim 6 is drawn to the stand-alone features of the embodiments pictured 
in Figs. 26-28, capabilities not present in the prior art. Allowance of newly presented claim 6 is 
respectfully requested. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-5 based on Gregory et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,125,480), in 
view of Reichert (U.S. Patent No. 5,330,636). Neither Gregory nor Reichert measure lubricant 
conditions within a device desired to be lubricated. Instead, Gregory and Reichert measure lubricant 
conditions externally, i.e., monitoring lubricant conditions prior to the lubricants entering into a 
device desired to be lubricated such as a measurement of lubricant condition at a source of 
lubricants that will ultimately end up in a device desired to be lubricated. In Gregory and Reichert, 
the housing referenced by the Examiner does not contain a device desired to be lubricated by said 
lubricant. 

Gregory and Reichert essentially attempt to insure that fluid sent out to a device is of 
high quality. Measuring only fluid that is sent out to a device can be an inaccurate portrayal of fluids 
as they reside within machine elements. Often the machine elements desired to be lubricated are 
large distances away from a lubricant reservoir supplying lubricant to the machine element. 
Contaminants can enter the system through a variety of means, and temperature and humidity can 
vary widely between the lubricant reservoir and the machine element. 

Gregory and Reichert present no means to determine lubricant condition within a 
device desired to be lubricated, and as indicated previously, lubricant condition in a remote reservoir 
can differ widely from lubricant condition in a remote machine element. 



Serial No. 10/649,063 
Page - 7 - 



Neither Gregory nor Reichert teaches or suggests that lubricants should be monitored within 
the device desired to be lubricated. As indicated above, Gregory teaches that insure fluid sent out to 
a device desired to be lubricated should be of high quality; Gregory is silent as to monitoring fluid 
within the device itself. It is requested that amended claims 1-5 be allowed. 

Enclosed is a copy of the Information Disclosure Statement that was previously sent on 
17 December 2003. We note that some of the references on the Information Disclosure Statement 
have not been acknowledged by the examiner. It is requested that the examiner initial these 
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references. 



Respectfully Submitted, 




DanielQl Johnson, Reg. No. 46, 204 
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